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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The instant application having Application No. 10/567921 has claims 1-10 
pending in the application. This action is in response to the RCE filed on July 01 , 2008. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kryloff et al. (US 2003/0028867 A1 ). 

For claim 1 , Kryloff et al. teaches: 

An information management apparatus, comprising: 

a communication section configured to transmit/receive data through a wireless 
or wired transmission path [network connection, 0041]; 

data processing section configured to process the data transmitted/received by 
the communication section [data compressing process, 0022]; 

a memory space in which a file processed by the data processing section is 
arranged [data stored in memory, 0018]; and 

archive-file creating means for creating an archive file for at least one file to be 
backed up, wherein identification information of a destination terminal at which the 
archive file is to be decompressed is attached to the archive file [archived patch file 
detecting location to patch to, 0023] so that the archive file can be decompressed only 
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at the destination terminal specified by the identification information [digital certificates 
and Ids to prevent unauthorized users from extracting file, 0024-0025]. 
For claim 2, Kryloff et al. teaches: 

The information management apparatus according to claim 1 , further comprising 
access management means for managing access to the at least one file whose archive 
file was created [automatically managed access to the archived file, 0023]. 
For claim 3, Kryloff et al. teaches: 

The information management apparatus according to claim 2, further comprising 
file-link designating means for designating a link of files to be simultaneously opened 
[self-extraction of ZIP file, 0023], 

wherein the file associating designating means designates a link between the at 
least one file whose archive file was created and an access management information 
file in which access management information for the at least one file is described [digital 
signature and security for validated access, 0016], and 

when the at least one file whose archive file was created is accessed, the access 
management means simultaneously opens the access management file, performs 
access management in accordance with the access management information, and 
updates content of the access management information [determine patching based on 
intelligence, 0017]. 
For claim 5, Kryloff et al. teaches: 

The information management apparatus according to claim 1 , wherein the 
memory space employs a directory structure [memory uses multiple lists, 0021], and 
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the archive-file creating means creates an archive file for a directory to be 
backed up, wherein identification information of a destination terminal at which the 
archive file for the directory is to be decompressed is attached to the archive file 
[combining and compressing files to form archive file, 0021-0023]. 
Claim 6 is a method of claim 1 . Kryloff et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 7 is a method of claim 2. Kryloff et al. teaches the limitations of claim 2 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 8 is a method of claim 3. Kryloff et al. teaches the limitations of claim 3 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 1 0 is a method of claim 5. Kryloff et al. teaches the limitations of claim 5 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kryloff et al. as set forth above against claims 1-3 above, and in view of Martschitsch et 
al. (US 6,223,026 B1). 
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As per claim 3, Kryloff et al. discloses the file associating designating means 
designates a link between a file whose archive file was created and an access 
management information file in which access management information for the file is 
described [digital signature and security for validated access, 0016], but does not teach 
a counter value during creation of archive file and counter update while information file 
is opened. 

Martschitsch et al. teaches the existence of a counter for a SIM card to add up 
charges while accessed [column 1, lines 31-44]. 

Kryloff et al. (US 2003/0028867 A1) and Martschitsch et al. (US 6,223,026 B1) 
are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of storing 
decompressed data on IC cards. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the access management information file by Kryloff et al. and add 
a counter as taught by Martschitsch et al. 

The motivation for doing so would be "to provide an improved mobile subscriber 
identification card" [column 2, lines 3-12] by implementing an access counter on the 
card. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kryloff et al. (US 
2003/0028867 A1 ) with Martschitsch et al. (US 6,223,026 B1 ) for providing a counter 
within the access management information system. 

Claim 9 is a method of claim 4. Kryloff et al. teaches the limitations of claim 4 for the 
reasons stated above. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed July 1 , 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's argument. 

The amendment to the abstract has overcome the objection to the formatting. 

Applicant argues that Kryloff et al. (US 2003/0028867 A1) fails to disclose 
archive file creating means for creating an archive file for at least one file backed up, 
wherein identification information of a destination terminal at which the archive file is to 
be decompressed is attached to the archive file so that the archive file can be 
decompressed only at the destination terminal specified by the identification information. 
Applicant claims the reference fails to disclose creating of an archive file for at least one 
file to be backed up, and is instead directed to sending patch files to be corrected. 
Applicant also argues that the file in the Kryloff reference is self-extracting and is 
decompressed automatically when received, unlike the file in the claim of the applicant, 
which only decompresses when a user selects it. 

For the amended claim 1 , "the archive file can be decompressed only at the 
destination terminal specified by the identification information" is taught by paragraphs 
0024-0025 as referred in the 102 rejection above. The paragraphs mentioned teaches 
the availability of digital certificates, IDs and other forms of authentication that prevents 
unauthorized users from accessing the files to be extracted. Paragraph 0025 teaches 
the extraction at the user end once the identification is authenticated. This is also 
clearly portrayed in Figure 13 of the Kryloff reference. This in-turn teaches over the 
applicant's claim that the reference automatically extracts the file to the user. The step 
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of authentication requires a response from the user before extraction. And as to the 
argument of archive file for at least one file to be backed up not being disclosed in the 
reference, Kryloff et al. clearly teaches a patch file for required revisions of files. Since 
patch files is commonly known in the art of having the ability to be extracted multiple 
times, it is a form of backup for the updated data that can be accessed to fix any of the 
patched data that had since been lost or written over. Thus, the patch file can viewed 
as a having backup utility capability also. 

In light of the forgoing arguments, the 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 rejections are 
hereby sustained. 

Conclusion 

The Examiner requests, in response to this Office action, that support be shown 
for language added to any original claims on amendment and any new claims. That is, 
indicate support for newly added claim language by specifically pointing to page(s) and 
line no(s) in the specification and/or drawing figure(s). This will assist the Examiner in 
prosecuting the application. 

When responding to this Office action, Applicant is advised to clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present, in view of the state of 
the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He or she must also 
show how the amendments avoid such references or objections See 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(c). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajith Jacob whose telephone number is 571-270-1763. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST, Every other Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Apu Mofiz can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 

/C. D. U 
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